
- . -.. , 

1999 - we walked mainstem Pescadero (from lower wurr Road b r i dge  upstream) , 
s l a t e ,  O i l  and peters  creeks and sampled pool h a b i t a t  o n l y  f o r  
presence/absence juven i  1 e coho salmon. Q u a n t i t a t i v e  h a b i t a t  t y p i  ng surveys 
were no t  conducted, b u t  q u a l i t a t i v e  notes on cond i t i ons  were noted. 

I , I n  2001, a walk through survey was completed (no f i s h  sampling) . 

I I n  2002, t h i r t y  pools o n ' t h e  mainstem o f  pescadero creek were snorkel  
surveyed f o r  p/a o f  j u v e n i l e  coho salmon. 

I I n  2003, Peters Creek'and t h i r t  pools on t h e  mainstem of Pescadero were Y sampled f o r  p/a j u v e n i l e  coho sa mon. 

I I n  2004, Peters, o i l ,  S la te ,  ~ i t t l e  Boulder and waterman creeks and t h i r t y  
pools on the  mainstem o f  ~ e s c a d e r o  were sampled f o r  p/a j u v e n i l e  coho salmon 

I I n  2005,. almost every pool between lower wurr Road b r i dge  upstream t o  S la te  
creek were sampled fo r  p/a j u v e n i l e  coho salmon. 

During the  p/a surveys, some data  was c o l l e c t e d  on t h e  pools t h a t  were . 
sampled, bu t  a f u l l  sca le  h a b i t a t  survey l i k e  t h e  one completed i n  1995 was 
n o t  done. 

Lower Pescadero creek from t h e  UsGs gage downstream has never been surve ed 
due t o  poor landowner access. Butano and, L i t t l e  Butano have n o t  been l o o  ed 
a t  s ince 1995. 

Z 
so, w i t h  t h i s  ' i n  mind du r ing  t h e  1995 survey h a b i t a t  cond i t i ons  (e.g. 
spawning gravels;  pool h a b i t a t  depth and inst ream s t r u c t u r e ;  canopy; stream 
temperatures; e t c  ...) looked q u i t e  good compared t o  o the r  watersheds i n  t he  
v i c i n i t y .  some areas o f  t h e  mainstem pescadero were s i l t y  and/or had 
excessive sediment depos i t i on  bu t  f o r  t he  most p a r t ,  t h e  h a b i t a t  looked 
p r e t t y  good. 

AS f o r  Butano and L i t t l e  Butano i n  1995, t he  s i t u a t i o n  was reversed. Most o f  
t he  h a b i t a t  was s i l t y  o r  had excessive sediment depos i t ion ,  b u t  t he re  were 
some spawning areas. 

I n  1999, Pescadero creek was s t i l l  recover ing from t h e  ~1 Nino event w i t h  
excessive amounts o f  f i n e  sediment depos i t ion  i n  t h e  pools.  Many spawnin 
areas were s t i l l  noted and d i d  no t  appear t o  be as h e a v i l y  impacted as t e 
poo l ,  run and g l i d e  h a b i t a t .  I n  t he  t r i b u t a r i e s ,  t he re  was more wood 

6 
depos i t ion  and l o g  jams t h a t  were b a r r i e r s  i n  1995 d ispersed o r  moved 
downstream, bu t  excessive sediment depos i t ion  wasn't  noted i n  t h e  
t r i b u t a r i e s  a f t e r  t h e  E l  Nino event.  
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From: Craig J. Wilson 
To: Carmencita Sannebeck; Yates, Randal 
Date: Wed, Feb I ,  2006 7:32 AM 
Subject: Fwd: FW: Pescadero Stream Conditions 

More for the record and distribution. CJW 

>r> "Tim Frahm" <timfrahm@hotmail.com> Tuesday, January 31,2006 >>> 
Hello Craig, 
Forwarded is an email from DFG re; habitat conditions in Pescadero Creek. 
It comes from the DFG biologist who conducts the region stream habitat and 
population surveys. This information is in response to our Dec conversation 
regarding existing habitat conditions and the reintroduction of coho salmon 
into Pescadero. At that time, I promised to seek some input from DFG - 
seeking any recent information which may lead to informed decisions 
regarding this watershed. If you have any questions, please feel free to 
call. 
Tim Frahm 
San Mateo Co. Farm Bureau 
6505600232 

>From: "Jennifer Nelson" <JENELSON@dfg.ca.gov> 
>To: <timfrahm@hotmail.com> 
Subject: Pescadero Stream Condiitons 
>Date: Tue, 31 Jan 2006 1 1 :24: 19 -0800 
> 


